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Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated September 17, 2003, Applicant, through his 
attorney, provisionally elects Group I consisting of Figs. 1-6 which read on claims 3-7. The 
Examiner has stated, without explanation, that the Figures 1-14 are addressed to 7 Groups and 
that the claims are directed to all of these Groups, and that the Groups are distinct. 

The restriction requirement is respectfully traversed on the grounds that the particular 
reasons relied upon by the examiner were not stated by the Examiner so that the Applicant had 
no opportunity to address the Examiner's concerns to thereby traverse the restriction requirement 
and make the most suitable election of claims. In the absence of specific reasons for the 
restriction requirement, the requirement is not proper: "The particular reasons relied on by the 
examiner for holding that the inventions as claimed are either independent or distinct should be 
concisely stated. A mere statement of conclusion is inadequate. The reasons upon which the 
conclusion is based should be given." MPEP 816. The Examiner is therefore requested to 
withdraw the restriction requirement and to examine all of the claims 1-11. 

Moreover, the Examiner has not indicated why an undue burden of search would be 
required to examine all of the claims 1-11. The restriction requirement is therefore further 
traversed on the grounds that only a single search will be required for all of the claims. As 
explicitly stated in the MPEP: "If the search and examination of an entire application can be 
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made without serious burden, the examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it 
includes claims to independent or distinct inventions ." MPEP 803, emphasis added . In the 
present situation, Applicants believe that the claims can all be examined without significant 
additional burden since they all relate to a shift device in a vehicular automatic transmission and 
are therefore directed to a specific field of search. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request 
examination of all of the claims 1-11. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Douglas J. Christensen 
Registration No. 35,480 

Customer No. 24113 

Patterson, Thuente, Skaar & Christeinsen, P.A. 
4800 IDS Center, 80 South 8th Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-2100 
Telephone: (612)349-3001 

Please grant any extension of time necessary for entry; charge any fee due to Deposit Account No. 16-0631. 
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